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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action corresponds to application 10/620,538 filed 7/15/2003. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/1/2008 has been entered. 



Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-15 and 22-28 have been previously cancelled. Claim 16 and 19 have 
been amended and claims 29-30 added. Accordingly, claims 16-21 and 29-30 are 
pending. 



Claim Objections 

Claim 19 is objected to because the amended portion should read "indicates one 
of rather than "indicates on of. 

Appropriate correction is respectfully requested. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 16 and depending claims thereto are rejected under section 101 as reciting 
improper method claims. In particular, these claims recite a method (process) while 
lacking necessary language (e.g. the recitation of hardware) to tie the method to a 
statutory category (i.e. a particular apparatus in accordance with MPEP 21 06. IV. B) of 
invention. 

Under recent court decisions (e.g. see In re Diamond v. Diehr; Parker v. Flook; 
Gottschalk v Benson; Cochrane v. Deener) the Office's guidance is that a 101 process 
must (1) be tied to another statutory class (such as a particular apparatus) or (2) 
transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state 
or thing. The present method claims do not pass either prong of the "machine or 
transformation test" and accordingly may be accomplished purely by mental steps and 
therefore are not statutory. 

In order for the method claims to be statutory they should positively recite the 
other statutory class (e.g. by identifying the apparatus that accomplishes the method 
steps) that the method is tied to as to impose meaningful limits on the claim's scope and 
to impart patent-eligibility. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being taught by Hand et al. 
(U.S. Patent 7,032,071). In the following citations and drawing references, Hand 
teaches or describes: 

With respect to claim 16, A method for supporting a plurality of graphical user 
interface (GUI) application programming interfaces (APIs), the method comprising: 

translating (col. 4 line 1, line 61-62, and col. 5 line 18) a plurality of elements (col. 
5 line 19, col. 7 line 1-10) of a query model (col. 1 line 18-22; e.g. a CIM and instances 
thereof, col. 5 line 67-101, and col. 6 line 1; e.g. a request for information) into objects 
(col. 6 line 42-47) that are independent (col. 9 line 1-20, col. 10 line 29-39) of any type 
of data structure (col. 4 line 59-65) associated with the plurality of GUI APIs (14a-b), the 
plurality of elements (col. 5 line 19, col. 7 line 1-10) being translated through use (col. 3 
line 54-63) of a model content provider (2) in communication with the query model (col. 
1 line 18-22; e.g. a CIM and instances thereof, col. 5 line 67-101, and col. 6 line 1; e.g. 
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a request for information), the plurality of elements (col. 5 line 19, col. 7 line 1-10) 
representing a database statement (col. 2 line 20-22); 

passing the translated objects from the model content provider (2) to a first 
content viewer (devices 6) in communication with (fig. 1) the model content provider (2), 
the first content viewer (devices 6) supporting multiple GUI APIs (14a-b); 

passing the translated objects (col. 6 line 42-47) from the first content viewer (6) 
to a second content viewer (12), the second content viewer being in communication with 
the first content viewer (6) and an application (col. 4 line 54-59) written to run on a 
specific GUI API (col. 4 line 36) of the plurality of GUI APIs (14a-b), wherein each of the 
first (6) and second (12) content viewers is a hierarchical set of classes(fig. 1), wherein 
higher levels (6) of the hierarchical set of classes comprise more abstract structures 
(e.g. device structures), and wherein lower levels of the hierarchical set of classes 
comprise more GUI-specific structures (12, 14; e.g. device specific API); and 

using the second content viewer (12) to manipulate the translated objects (col. 6 
line 42-47) into one or more types of data structures (col. 4 line 22, col. 6 line 50-56) 
required (col. 4 line 22) by the specific GUI API (col. 4 line 36 and drawing reference 14 
a,b) for use by the application (col. 4 line 54-59). 

With respect to claim 17, the method of claim 16, wherein the one or more types 
of data structures comprise tables, trees, or lists (col. 4 line 22 and figure 2). 
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With respect to claim 18, the method of claim 16, wherein the database 
statement is a structured query language (SQL) statement (col. 4 line 56 and col. 7 line 
3; therein Hand suggest a query to a database to teach a SQL statement. 

With respect to claim 19, the method of claim 16, further comprising: 
receiving information from the application via the first content viewer (6) and the 
second content viewer (12) at the model content provider, the received information 
being independent of any type of data structure (col. 3 line 67), wherein the information 
indicates on of an addition, a modification, and a deletion of at least one element in the 
query model (col. 4 line 22-27); and 

creating one or more additional elements using the model content provider based 
on the received information responsive to the received information being an addition to 
the plurality of elements in the query model (col. 4 line 22-27). 

With respect to claim 20, the method of claim 16, further comprising: 

receiving information from the application via the first content viewer (6) and the 

second content viewer (12) at the model content provider, the received information 

being independent of any type of data structure (col. 3 line 67); and 

removing one or more of the plurality of elements from the query model using the 

model content provider responsive to the received information being a deletion of the 

one or more elements in the query model (col. 14 line 13-17). 
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With respect to claim 21 , the method of claim 1 6, further comprising: 

providing both data (col. 8 line 22-33) and image (col. 7 line 27-28) information 

for each of the plurality of elements (col. 5 line 19, col. 7 line 1-10) in the query model 

(col. 1 line 18-22; e.g. a CIM and instances thereof, col. 5 line 67-101, and col. 6 line 1; 

e.g. a request for information) to the first content viewer (6) using the model content 

provider (2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 29-30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hand 
as applied to claims 1 6-20 above and further in view of Bogrett (U.S. Patent 6,581 ,054). 

With respect to claim 29, Hand does not appear to expressly recite linking the 
one or more additional elements in the query model. 

Bogrett, however, appears to teach linking the one or more additional elements in 
the query model (col. 2 line 12-20) for modifying a predefined query model. 

In the same field of endeavor, (i.e. query modeling and translation), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because the teachings of 
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Bogrett to modify a preexisting query model with the inclusion of linked tables (i.e. a 
join) would have given Hand more supportive capabilities for accessing numerous 
specific devices (need disclosed in col. 5 line 50-55, Hand). 

With respect to claim 30, Hand does not appear to expressly recite the one or 
more additional elements comprises a table. 

Bogrett, however, appears to teach the one or more additional elements 
comprises a table (col. 2 line 12-20 and col. col. 5 line 1-3). 

In the same field of endeavor, (i.e. query modeling and translation), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because the teachings of 
Bogrett to modify a preexisting query model with the inclusion of linked tables (i.e. a 
join) would have given Hand more supportive capabilities for accessing numerous 
specific devices (need disclosed in col. 5 line 50-55, Hand). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see reply, filed 10/1/2008, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) 16-20 under Goldberg have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Hand et al and Bogrett. as apparent 
above. Accordingly, in light of the new grounds of rejections, arguments in the reply are 
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moot. The Examiner submits that the prior art teaches the limitations as presented 
above. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert M. Timblin whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5627. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ROBERT TIMBLIN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2167 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2167 



